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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 20041221 . 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060424 



Application/Control Number: 09/944,915 
Art Unit: 2137 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 22-45 are pending. 



2. 



Amendment filed 01/06/2006 has been received and 



considered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or 
described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 22, 23, 26, 27, 31, 33, 34, 36, 39-45 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Nakamura et al 
(EP 0986209) . 

As per claims 22, 23, and 41-45, Nakamura et al discloses 
transmitting first data to a first processor from one of a data 
medium drive and a third processor (see paragraph 29); 
transmitting second data to a second processor, the second data 
being based on the first data; checking the second data in the 
second processor against the first data (see paragraphs 35 and 
36); and transmitting a check result to the first processor (see 
paragraphs 36 and 37 and figures 2 and 6) . 
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As per claim 26, Nakamura et al discloses checking an 
error-free transmission in at least one of the first processor 
and the second processor (see paragraph 38) . 

As per claim 27, Nakamura et al discloses the data is 
transmitted in encoded form (see paragraph 30) . 

As per claims 31, 33-34 and 36, Nakamura et al discloses 
accessing a database and allowing and storing data (see figures 
2 and 6) . 

As per claims 39-40, Nakamura et al discloses determining a 
first check code is determined from the first data; and forming 
the second data at least in part from the first check code and 
determining a second check code from the first data; and forming 
the second data at least in part from the second check code (see 
paragraph 36) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 VSC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Hamlin (US 7003674). 

As per claim 24, Nakamura et al fails to disclose including 
an identity of the drive with the authentication information. 

However, Hamlin teaches including such information (see 
column 6 lines 38-53) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to including the identity 
of the drive with the information of Nakamura et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to protect data against 
unauthorized drives (see Hamlin column 6 lines 38-53) . 

7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Okada (US 6704872) . 

As per claim 25, Nakamura et al fails to disclose including 
an identity of the processor with the authentication 
information . 

However, Okada teaches including such information (see 
Abstract) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to including the identity 
of the processor with the information of Nakamura et al. 
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Motivation to do so would have been to restrict the use of 
a specific software program to a single processor (see Okada 
abstract) . 

8. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Menezes et al (Handbook of Applied Cryptography) . 

As per claim 28, Nakamura et al fails to disclose the 
second data is the first data provided with an electronic 
signature . 

However, Menezes et al teaches the use of an electronic 
signature (see pages 22-23) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include a digital 
signature on the first data of Nakamura et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide 
authorization and non-repudiation (see page 22) . 

9. Claims 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nakamura et al. 

As per claims 29 and 30, Nakamura et al fails to disclose 
the use of wireless connections. 

However, Official Notice is taken that at the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to use wireless connections. 
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Motivation to do so would have been to allow for mobility. 

10. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Sasaki et al (US 6735699) . 

As per claim 32, Nakamura et al fails to disclose 
initiating a payment process. 

However, Sasaki et al teaches initiating a payment process 
(see column 6 lines 53-65) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to initiate a payment 
process in the Nakamura et al system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to monitor and prevent 
the illegal use of digital information (see Sasaki et al 
abstract) . 

11. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Gurr (US 4264960) . 

As per claim 35, Nakamura et al fails to disclose starting 
a check of the first data in the first processor; and restarting 
the check in the first processor if the check has not been run 
through completely . 
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However, Gurr et al teaches such a check (see column 16 
line 52 through column 17 line 3) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the checking 
system of Gurr in the Nakamura et al system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to check a message for 
errors (see Gurr column 16 line 52 through column 17 line 3) . 

12. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Coley et al (US 5790664). 

As per claim 37, Nakamura et al fails to disclose deleting 
data if there is no license. 

However, Coley et al teaches such a practice (see column 14 
lines 57-67) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to 

Motivation to do so would have been to protect the data 
from unauthorized use (see Coley et al column 14 lines 57-67) . 

13. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al as applied to claim 22 above, 
in view of Flick (US 6140939) . 

As per claim 38, Nakamura et al fails to disclose 
delivering a warning if the first data is not released. 
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However, Flick teaches such a warning (see column 3 lines 
7-23) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to include the warning of 
Flick in the system of Nakamura et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow for updating 
of samples (see column 3 lines 7-23) . 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant noted the preliminary amendment filed 12/11/2001 
had not been considered in the previous action. It has been 
considered in the action and all arguments are moot in view of 
new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



MJP 



EMMANUEL L MOISE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




